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Memtier',: House'· '~f·'Repr"eserifatives .'. ': '. '
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. . .. .<Dear CongI'e~smarr: Paf\etta;

.' , .•. .:. ...
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,' .

Th"ls is in reply .t·o your· letter in whi~h you inquir.ed ,on
'behalf of'your cnnstituent, 'Mark Davey, reg.rding the'Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-~, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changes to tne-co~ ssion's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituent is specifically concerned about the impact of these changes on
radio control (RiC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning our
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expec~ there would be no adverse
impact on RiC operations because of any proposal contained in the Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to 'the concerns of both users of private -land mobile
radio spectrum and RiC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your const{tuent 1 s
concerns into account when we develop final rules in this proceeding. As
indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without significant regulatory
change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz, the quality of
communications in the private land mobile radio services will continue to
deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding. Your constituent's
letter will be included in the record of the proceeding. We expect final rules
to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

o:~ a.. Lti,,:.J
Joseph A. Levin
Chief, Policy and Planning Branch
Land Mobile & and Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau
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TITLE MEMBERS NAME
----------- ---------------------------

REPLY FOR SIG OF

Congressman Panetta 17th District - CA BC

-----------------------
CONSTITUENT'S NAME

Mark Davey

SUBJECT
------------------------------. .

inq. comments on PR Docket 92-235

REF TO REF TO REF TO REF TO

PRBf:-JiA.

<;.{ -- ~ -(73
DATE DATE DATE DATE

04/06/93

Please reply to the Monterey, CA office attn of
Ken Christopher ~
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, ENCLOSURE' FROM:
"

Ma~k D~vey.

RE: Mr. Davey has written to protest a proposal to reduce
the frequencies available for radio-controlled models.

Would you please review the attached and reply to the concerns
or questions which have been· brought to the attention of this
office?

Thank you for your assistance.

Thank you very much for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

~f!!db
MARY ~BECKER, Administrator
17th Congressional District of California

PLEASE RESPOND TO ME AT:

17th Congressional District Office
380 Alvarado Street
Monterey, California 93940

ATTENTION: Ken Christopher; (408) 429-1976
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. "'. : Dear'Mr. ·Panetta"'.· . .' '., ." .' . .,..' ...-

I 'a~ .~ actlve"iri a local cI~b ·.whbse '~enJbers "etij~y ~o~structing and' operat~ ra~o~ .:"
.c~ntro~~d ..model .aJrplan~s, r personally: ~wnd- raC:ilos.. h. .f!./C models aJ;ld have. a .
workshop.full of other. p(odlicts rieceSsaI)" to operat1I1g my mqde~ ". ":. . '. '.' .

". ·i.~ ~c~l'~<~nce~eci ~~t ihep~d'ruJie ~~ Is ~urreniJ.T·1inCie~"~~.I~e~t101lby the' .
: Fec1eralCoJiimuDicat;loaa Com,mt.lo~(FCC).~ pl'OCeedl.a& fa PR Docket 92-2SI5. Ifadopted :

the new rUle wIU areatly' reduce the U88bWtyaf~ CUIftIltly aulped for RIC model
use an~ lnCft88e the rlsk ofaccktents and attend8~tUabWty.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is pI1mar1ly used for
pI1vate land mobile dispatch operations. However. our radio-control frequenCies "in this band
are far enough apart from the land mobile frequenCies that we have been able to share the band

. without either use interfering with the other. .

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the rules
with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use ofRIC aircraft and surface models by keeping 10
Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusiasts. The new
Part 88 w1ll allow mobile users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us.
el1m1natJng safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and
10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In
fact. more channels will likely be affected..

When we operate our RIC models. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators and
bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
d1m1niShed as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequenCies w1ll become congested and the
margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions of land mobile raio
users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio. but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our
radio eqUipment. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detIi.mental FCC
actions. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation
industry.

Please help me continue the 88fe enjoyment ofmy putlme by not aDowiDg the FCC to cany out
Its propoea1 PR Docket 92-2~ for the 72-76 11Hz band. We aU need your help urgentJ;y because
the FCC has a deadl1De of February 26. 1993 after which It may become more dlftleu1t to avoid
halting these proposals from going into effect.

Sincerely.


